May-12-05  10:23am From-L.B. /Conm. Dev. 562 570 8215 T-718  P.002/002  F-351

P-14

L TR - v A RO 2 i B

éi"!--? Z . Arrt MH
 Bzz ) g AP 7 E ﬂ;/
““"“"M‘%\WHP nr‘ﬁy;ﬁ"‘ﬂ

AL mfm« Lo b - ERFer will -
Lfe | * !

- AOSW IR ISP PR y/ e W.ﬁwﬁl
sy pilepes ,#——A/WMﬁﬁk’/ﬂ-ﬂ&w}"M
' Z W;pw_,&;&mw#@
A YT &
CSE L Orace CEF.
bomgRorch G457 5~




LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
SEPTEMBER 2005 LONG BEAGH SPORTS PARK

BERNICE VAN STEENBERGEN

P-14-1

The comment expresses an opinion that an alternative site for the Sports Park is preferred, with
preservation of the project site as a natural park. Alternatives are addressed in Chapter 5.0 of the Draft
EIR. Alternative sites and alternative uses of the project site are addressed in Section 5.5 of the Draft
EIR. None of the potential alternative sites were found to meet the key project objective of
minimizing costs to the City by developing the commercial Sports Park on a site that does not require
excessive site acquisition costs. A potential cultural/nature park concept was considered as a possible
alternative use of the site (Draft EIR, Section 5.4). This alternative use did not meet the recreation and
economic objectives of the project, nor was a reliable funding source identified for possible
acquisition, construction, and operation. This potential alternative was found to be impractical.
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